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ABSTRACT. The strikingly similar Old World olethreutines Notocelia rosaecolana (Doubledav) and N. trimaculana (Haworth) have long 
been differentiated with seven structural and wing-pattern characters. Because these characters are quantitative and difficult to applv. it is unclear 
whether one or both taxa were accidentally introduced into North America. We evaluate the seven characters by examining each one (y) relative 
to forewing length (x), a surrogate for body size, in a basic sample of 60 specimens of both taxa from two continents, using the allometric equation 
y = a(x b ). All seven characters proved to be body-size dependent and to lack discontinuities necessary for discrete states, thus rendering them di- 
agnostically inadequate. Fortunately, a new' qualitative diagnostic character emerged from this study: presence or absence of melanic sex scales 
near the base of the male hindwing hair pencil. These scales were absent in the putative type of N. trimaculana but present in those of N. 
rosaecolana, thus clarifying species identities and showing that N. rosaecolana is the only member of the pair thus far present in North America. 

Additional key words: Olethreutinae, allometry, body size, Rosaceae, nitrogen. 



Although strikingly similar, the olethreutines Noto- 
celia rosaecolana (Doubleday 1850) and N. trimacu- 
lana (Haworth 1811) are considered separate entities 
in the Old World (Benander 1950, Bentinck & Di- 
akonoff 1968, Bradley et al. 1979, Hannemann 1961, 
Kuznetsov 1987, Nasu 1980, Obraztsov 1965, Ra- 
zowski 1987, Van Deurs 1956). The similarity, which 
encompasses genitalia as well as wing pattern, is ac- 
knowledged by most authors, with Hannemann (1961) 
adding that the taxa cannot be separated with cer- 
tainty. Wing patterns (Figs. 1, 2) demonstrate the di- 
agnostic difficulty, the illustrated specimens having 
been reliably identified by a newly discovered qualita- 
tive structural character introduced later in this paper. 

The close similarity of these taxa has posed a prob- 
lem in North America because it is unclear whether 
one or both are invading immigrants. The first Ameri- 
can record is Kearfott’s (1910) report from New Jersey 
of what he called Eucosma sujfusana ([Lienig &] 
Zeller), a junior synonym of Notocelia trimaculana. 
This and subsequent specimen records were verified 
or reported by Brown (1973), Heinrich (1923), and 
Procter (1946). Later, Bradley et al. (1979) asserted 
that N. rosaecolana is the correct name for the taxon in 
North America. Their claim presumably rests on the 
fact that the reported larval foodplant in North 
America is Rosa (Rosaceae) (Ferguson 1975, Heinrich 
1923, Kearfott 1910), which is the foodplant of puta- 
tive N. rosaecolana in Eurasia. Doubleday (1850) de- 
scribed this species from specimens that developed on 



Rosa, probably the same specimens Douglas (1849) 
reared shortly before. In announcing the discovery of 
putative N. rosaecolana in Quebec, Landry (1995) 
used the nomenclature of Bradley et al. (1979), but 
suggested that both taxa might be present in North 
America. 

The adult characters purported in the past to differ- 
entiate the two taxa are quantitative, and hence poten- 
tially ambiguous. These traditional characters consist 
of four structural and three wing-pattern traits. The 
states of these characters diagnosing A 7 , rosaecolana 
and N. trimaculana , respectively, are: (1) strong vs. 
weak forewing costal curvature; (2) more vs. less 
obliqueness of forewing costal strigulae; (3) more 
(5-7) vs. fewer (4—5) pairs of forewing costal strigulae; 
(4) male forewing costal fold two-fifths of forewing 
length vs. one-half; (5) wide vs. narrow' forewing width; 
(6) lighter vs. darker forewing coloration; (7) long and 
narrow vs. short and broad male socii (Benander 1950, 
Bentinck 6c Diakonoff 1968, Bradley et al. 1979, Han- 
nemann 1961, Kuznetsov 1987, Nasu 1980, Razow^ski 
1987, Van Deurs 1956). The N. rosaecolana states of 
characters (1), (2), and (6) w'ere noted in the original 
description (Doubleday 1850). States of an eighth 
quantitative structural character mentioned by 
Bentinck and Diakonoff (1968)— thickness of male 
valval neck — contradict their illustrations, so this char- 
acter is not considered further here. 

The above sources give range of wing span or 
forewing length for both taxa as body size indicators. 
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Figs. 1-7. Notocelia wings and wing details. 1, N. rosaecolana male from St. Johns, Newfoundland (CNC) showing where forewing width 
(W) and curvature (C) were measured. Arrow points to barely visible hindwing anal fold containing hair pencil. Melanie sex scales, not visible, 
are present near base of the hair pencil. Forewing length 7.7 mm. 2, N. trimaculana male from "England” (Ilodgkinson Coll., No. 54698) 
(BMNH). Arrow points to barely visible hindwing anal fold containing hair pencil. Melanie sex scales are absent near base of the hair pencil. 
Forewing length 6.9 mm. 3, Hair pencil in hindwing anal fold of male N. trimaculana from "Germany” (MEM), with melanic sex scales absent 
near the base of the hair pencil. 4, Hindwing anal fold of male N. trimaculana from "Germany” (MEM) with hair pencil removed to show ab- 
sence of melanic sex scales. 5, Hindwing anal fold of male N, rosaecolana from Ithaca, NY (MEM) with hair pencil removed to show presence 
of melanic sex scales (arrow). Blackness of melanic sex scales is not evident in scanning electron micrographs. 6, Surface of normal scale adja- 
cent to hindwing anal fold and hair pencil of male N. rosaecolana from Ithaca, NY (MEM). Bar = 2 microns. 7, Surface of melanic sex scale in 
anal fold beneath hair pencil of male N. rosaecolana from Ithaca, NY (MEM). Bar = 2 microns. 



There is fairly close agreement in forewing length 
among the sources after spans are converted to lengths 
by an empirically derived equation (Miller 1977). The 
resulting ranges for putative N. trimaculana and puta- 
tive N. rosaecolana are, respectively, 6. 8-8. 3 mm, and 
7.3-9. 1 mm. The larger body size of N. rosaecolana 
was noted in its original description (Doubleday 1850). 

None of the seven traditional characters has been 
shown to be independent of body size. If characters 
are body-size dependent without discontinuities, they 
may erroneously appear to assume dichotomous states 
at different ends of the body- size spectrum, more so if 



they are positively allometric relative to body size. We 
examine the seven characters with respect to body size 
to decide whether they are sufficient for differentiat- 
ing N. rosaecolana and N. trimaculana. Also, we intro- 
duce and elucidate a new qualitative structural charac- 
ter that for the first time clearly differentiates the taxa. 

Materials and Methods 

We gathered data on the seven traditional charac- 
ters from 60 pinned specimens of combined N. 
rosaecolana and N. trimaculana , half male and half fe- 
male, which are referred to as the basic sample. To 
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Figs. 8-11. Relations of structural character measurements to forewing length in 30 females and 19-30 males of combined N. triiiiaculana- 
N. rosaecolana. 8, Wing width. 9, Forewing curvature. 10, Socius length. 11, Costal fold length. Solid circles are males, hollow circles females. 
Some points represent more than one observation. 
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avoid accidentally including closely related t&xa such as 
N. roborana (Denis & Schiffermiiller), we used only 
pristine specimens with well preserved wing patterns. 
Using standard procedures, we made genitalia prepa- 
rations of nearly half of the basic sample. To count 
presence and absence of melanic scaling associated 
with the male hindwing hair pencil — the new charac- 
ter — and to measure respective forewing lengths, we 
more than quadrupled the number of males in the ba- 
sic sample, creating what is referred to as the aug- 
mented sample. Specimens of the basic sample origi- 
nated in the U.K., France, Germany, the U.S. 
(Connecticut, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Vermont), and 
Canada (Newfoundland, Ontario, Quebec); specimens 
of the augmented sample had the same origins plus 
Japan. We labeled each specimen of the basic sample 
“Voucher, Mi Her- Brown-Tuck 2001.” 

To gather character data from specimens, we mea- 
sured dimensions, and categorized wing patterns, as 
follows: (1) Forewing width of both sexes in mm at W 
in Fig. 1; (2) Forewing curvature of both sexes mea- 
sured in mm from costal edge at C in Fig. 1 to the per- 
pendicular reference line; (3) Male socius length in 
mm from tip to cleft at the uncus; (4) Male forewing 
costal fold length in mm; (5) Number of pairs of 
strigulae in one forewing of females only, as the costal 
fold interfered with counting such strigulae in males; 

(6) Maximum slant of female forewing costal strigulae 
scored subjectively from 1 for slight to 4 for extreme; 

(7) Proportion of white or near white in the forewings 
of both sexes estimated subjectively to the nearest 10%. 

We measured maximum length of one forewing as a 
surrogate for body size, including fringe and excluding 
tegula. Forewing length is a sensitive and reliable in- 
dex of body size, with body mass in olethreutine adults 
increasing approximately as the cube of forewing 
length (Miller 1977). In the basic sample, using an oc- 
ular micrometer, we measured wing variables to the 
nearest 0.08 mm at nominal 10.5x magnification, and 
socius length to the nearest 0.02 mm at nominal 45x 
magnification. In the augmented sample, we measured 
wing length to the nearest 0.5 mm with a ruler. 

To examine character measurements (y) relative to 
forewing length (x), we used the power or nonlinear 
form of the allometric equation, y = a(x b ), where a and 
b are parameters (Smith 1980). We obtained parame- 
ter values using the Quasi-Newton method of estima- 
tion for nonlinear models (SYSTAT 1992). Because r 2 
values in SYSTAT nonlinear output are rounded to one 
decimal place (nearest 10%), we obtained more pre- 
cise r 2 values with the exponential regression option of 
StatWorks (Rafferty et al. 1985), which produced 



trend lines virtually identical to those of the allometric 
equation. We used absolute male forewing costal-fold 
length in the analysis rather than fold/wing length ratio 
to avoid the statistical complication of fold length ap- 
pearing on both sides of the equation. 

Male hindwing anal folds and associated structures 
were photographed with a LEO S 360 scanning elec- 
tron microscope at an acceleration voltage of 15.0 kV. 
Specimen preparation for scanning electron mi- 
croscopy followed Adamski and Brown (1987). 

Museum and collection abbreviations are as follows: 
AMNH, American Museum of Natural History, New 
York, NY; BL, collection of B. Landry, Ottawa, ON; 
BMNH, Natural History Museum, London, UK; 
CAES, Connecticut Agricultural Experiment Station, 
New Haven, CT; CMP, Carnegie Museum, Pittsburgh, 
PA; CNC, Canadian National Collection, Ottawa, ON; 
JDG collection of J. D. Glaser, Baltimore, MD; LDG, 
collection of L. D. Gibson, Florence, KY; MEM, Mis- 
sissippi Entomological Museum, Mississippi State, 
MS; MNHP, Museum National d’Histoire Naturelle, 
Paris, France; UMC, University of Missouri, Colum- 
bia, MO; UMSP, University of Minnesota Entomology 
Museum, St. Paul, MN; USNM, National Museum of 
Natural History, Washington, DC; WDA, Washington 
State Dept, of Agriculture, Olympia, WA. 

Results 

All seven traditional characters proved to be body- 
size dependent in their expressions, and to lack dis- 
continuities necessary for discrete character states 
(Figs. 8-14). The size dependency of three structural 
characters — forewing width, forewing curvature, and 
male socius length — is direct, with forewing length ex- 
plaining from 51 to 79% of character variability (Figs. 
8-10). The size dependency of the remaining struc- 
tural character, length of male forewing costal fold, is 
indirect; fold length is stable at a mean 2.8 mm re- 
gardless of forewing length (Fig. 11). Thus relative 
fold length is greater at shorter forewing lengths, and 
less at longer forewing lengths. Toward the shorter 
end at 6.5 mm of forewing length, the costal fold/wing 
length ratio is 0.43 (2.8 / 6.5 = 0.43)— near that for pu- 
tative N. trimaculana — whereas toward the longer end 
at 8.0 mm of forewing length, the ratio is 0.35 (2.8 / 8.0 
= 0.35) — near that for putative N. rosaecolana. In all 
the wing pattern characters, body-size dependency is 
direct, with forewing length explaining from 48 to 75% 
of character variability (Figs. 12-14). There were no 
pronounced sexual differences in characters measured 
on both sexes (Figs. 8, 9, 12). 

Allometry is evident in several characters. Allometry 
refers to the numerical change in one body part or 
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Figs. 12-14. Relations of scale pattern character measurements to forewing length in 30 females and 30 males of combined N. trimaculana- 
N. rosaecolana. 12, Percentage fore wing white. 13, No. strigulae pairs per forewing. 14, Maximum slant of strigulae. Solid circles are males, hol- 
low circles females. Some points represent more than one observation. 



character relative to that in overall body size or in an- 
other body part or character (Smith 1980). If the expo- 
nent b in the allometric equation is >1, positive allom- 
etry is indicated; if it is <1, negative allometry is 
indicated; and if it is ~1, isometry is indicated. Thus 
wing width, with a rounded exponent of 1.1, is essen- 
tially isometric (Fig. 8). Forewing curvature, male so- 
cius length, and number of pairs of forewing strigulae, 
with rounded exponents of 1.9, 2.0, and 1.6, respec- 
tively, are positively allometric (Figs. 9, 10, 13). Length 
of male costal fold, with a rounded exponent of 0.08, is 
negatively allometric (Fig. 11). Percentage forewing 
white (Fig. 12) and maximum slant of forewing strigu- 
lae (Fig. 14) may also exhibit positive allometry, but 



less definitely so because these variables were arbitrar- 
ily scaled. Allometry increases the apparent contrast in 
character states at opposite ends of the body-size spec- 
trum. Incidentally, the visual impact of some of these 
relations is reduced because their vertical axes were 
compressed for economy of reproduction. 

In contrast to the traditional characters, all seven of 
which are quantitative, the new diagnostic character 
discovered during this study is qualitative. It consists 
of melanic scales which are possessed by one taxon but 
not the other. When present, these scales occur in a 
fold between hindwing vein 3A and the anal wing mar- 
gin near the base of a hair pencil lying in the fold (Figs. 
3-5). The scales are assumed to have a sexual function. 
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The hair pencils of both species are similar except for 
their bases, the base appearing thicker and darker 
when the melanic scales are present. Hair pencil col- 
oration ranges from brown to black in each species, 
perhaps depending on degree of exposure to light and 
fading. In the basic sample, the melanic sex scales were 
present in 10 males, and absent in the remaining 20. 

In both species, ordinary scales on either side of the 
fold in which the hair pencil lies exhibit definable fen- 
estrae, cross ribs, and scutes on longitudinal ridges 
(Fig. 6) and are similar to ordinary wing scales in the 
anal and cubital regions of other olethreutines (Brown 
& Miller 1983). In contrast, the melanic sex scales are 
coated with a substance that can be seen extruding 
from some fenestrae (Fig. 7). Similar coatings on 
melanic sex scales in males of the olethreutine Cydia 
canjana (Fitch) are removable by solvents, and have 
been postulated to be accreted glandular scent compo- 
nents (Brown & Miller 1983). The melanic sex scales 
reported here could be important in isolating males of 
one Notocelia species from females of the other. 

The ability to separate males based on the new char- 
acter enabled us to verify more subtle differences be- 
tween the two taxa. We believe the following character 
states apply more often than not, and that they may be 
useful for separating females until a qualitative diag- 
nostic character emerges for them: The forewing pat- 
tern is more precisely defined in N. trimaculana , with 
the dark markings having more definite boundaries 
than in N. rosaecolanci; the forewing apex is more 
acute in N. trimaculana, and the apical scales more 
reddish brown than in N. rosaecolana ; and the trans- 
verse silvery bars of the forewing ocellus are closer to- 
gether in N. trimaculana than in N. rosaecolana. 

Based on the augmented sample, the mean, com- 
puted standard deviation, and range of forewing 
lengths of males with and without melanic sex scales 
are, respectively, 7.9 ± 0.5 mm (6.5-9 mm) (n = 76) 
and 7.3 ± 0.5 mm (6-8.5 mm) (n = 59). Despite a 
broad overlap, the mean difference, 0.6 mm, is highly 
significant (P < 0.001, Student f-test). 

In the basic sample, range in forewing length (6. 1-8.6 
mm) (n = 60) is similar to that published for the com- 
bined taxa (6.8-9. 1 mm). Range interval of forewing 
length (higher range limit minus lower range limit) in 
die basic sample (8.6 - 6.1 = 2.5 mm) is likewise similar 
to that published for the combined taxa (9.1 - 6.8 = 2.3 
mm). In the augmented sample, forewing length range 
(6-9 mm) and range interval (9-6 = 3 mm) (n = 135) 
are similar to the corresponding published values for 
die combined taxa (6.8-9. 1 mm and 2.3 mm). 

The new diagnostic character begs a review of 



names currently used for the two species. Presence or 
absence of melanic sex scales should enable species 
identities to be clearly established from the respective 
male primary type specimens. Besides trimaculana 
Haworth, 1811, and rosaecolana Doubleday, 1850, 
the name sujfnsana Duponchel (1843) is used instead 
of trimaculana by some modern authors apparently 
because Obraztsov (1965) considered trimaculana of 
Haworth to be a misidentification. Further complicat- 
ing matters, the name sujfusana was known for many 
years in collections as “ sujfusana Kuhlwein.” 
Kuhlwein never published the name even though 
credited as the author by [Lienig &] Zeller (1846) 
who also reported Crataegus as its foodplant. The 
name sujfusana [Lienig &] Zeller was originally used 
for the taxon introduced into North America, but suf- 
fusana [Lienig &] Zeller is a junior homonym of.su/- 
fusana Duponchel. In addition, sujfusana [Lienig &] 
Zeller is inferred to be a junior synonym of trimacu- 
lana Haworth because of the Crataegus rather than 
Rosa foodplant, and the liklihood that Duponchel also 
used Kuhlwein s name for his suffusana. 

According to Horn et al. (1935-37), the collections 
of Haworth and Doubleday are in BMNH, and that of 
Duponchel in MNHP. Searches of those collections 
did indeed reveal male examples presumably used in 
describing the three taxa. Specimens of such vintage 
are usually considered types, in the present case a 
holotype each for trimaculana Haworth and suffusana 
Duponchel, and several syntypes of rosaecolana Dou- 
bleday. These examples of trimaculana and suffusana 
were found to lack melanic sex scales, while those of 
rosaecolana had them. 

The present known North American distribution by 
states and provinces of the taxon possessing the 
melanic sex scales — N. rosaecolana — is Alabama, Con- 
necticut, Delaware, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Mas- 
sachusetts, Michigan, Missouri, New Jersey, New 
York, Newfoundland, Nova Scotia, Ohio, Ontario, 
Pennsylvania, Quebec, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, 
Washington state, and West Virginia (AMNH, BL, 
CAES, CMP, CNC, JDG, LDG, MEM, UMC, UMSP, 
USNM, WDA). None of our North American male 
specimens lacked the melanic sex scales (n = 49). 

Discussion 

The demonstration that all seven traditional charac- 
ters used to distinguish N. rosaecolana and N. trimac- 
ulana are governed by body size, and that they lack 
discontinuities with change in body size, renders them 
inadequate for diagnostic use. Analogous situations 
have been demonstrated in other olethreutine genera, 
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such as Endothenia (Miller 1983) and Epiblema 
(Miller & Pogue 1984). As for the larvae, Swatschek 
(1958) does not explicitly differentiate N. rosaecolana 
and N. trimaculana, but his key separates them by 
head color. MacKay (1959), however, considered head 
color a dubious diagnostic character for olethreutine 
larvae. Comparisons of forewing length range and 
range interval of study specimens with published val- 
ues for the two taxa show that body size in the study 
specimens is representative. 

Were it not for the new qualitative diagnostic char- 
acter discovered during this study, results of the analy- 
sis of the seven traditional characters would cast doubt 
on whether N. rosaecolana and N. trimaculana are in 
fact different species. Although the new character dis- 
tinguishes males only, it is sufficient to confirm that the 
two taxa are indeed separate entities. Females thus far 
cannot be reliably diagnosed, but certain wing charac- 
ters verified in males enable tentative separation of 
some females. 

The difference in mean body size between the taxa 
may be explainable by foodplant differences. Larvae of 
both are said to feed on terminal foliage of their re- 
spective foodplants: N. rosaecolana on the shrub genus 
Rosa , and N. trimaculana on the arboreal genera 
Crataegus , Primus, and Pyrus (Rosaceae) (Benander 
1950, Bradley et al. 1979, Hannemann 1961, Kuz- 
netsov 1987, Nasu 1980, Razowski 1987, Swatschek 
1958, Van Deurs 1956). These four plant genera differ 
in foliar nutrient quality. Nitrogen concentration in 
foodplant tissues is positively linked to growth in phy- 
tophagous insects (Mattson & Scriber 1987). Concen- 
trations of foliar nitrogen in the three arboreal genera 
range from 1.7 to 2.9%, with one high outlier at 3.4% 
(Blinn & Buckner 1989, Cannon et al. 1960, Chase & 
Young 1978, Gerloff et al. 1964, Henry 1972, Vang-Pe- 
tersen 1973). In contrast, concentrations of foliar ni- 
trogen in the shrub genus Rosa under regimes of culti- 
vation and fertilization range from about 3.0 to 5.6%, 
with one low outlier at 2.2% (Armitage & Tsujita 1979, 
Di Benedetto et al. 1995, Johansson 1979a, 1979b). 
Thus the foliage of cultivated Rosa can often be a third 
or more richer in nitrogen than the foliage of the arbo- 
real foodplant genera. Significantly, Bradley et al. 
(1979) state that in the U.K., the larger bodied N. 
rosaecolana occurs especially on cultivated roses. In- 
terestingly, elevated foliar nitrogen in Rosa may be an 
artifact of cultivation because foliar nitrogen reported 
for wild Rosa ranges from 1.5 to 2.2% (Henry 1972) — 
essentially the same as for the arboreal genera. Thus 
the body size difference between the two Notocelia 
taxa could also be an artifact. 



Five reared adults available to us approximated body 
size expectations. All North American in origin, two 
males and two females developed on Rosa (CAES, 
USNM). These range in forewing length from 7.0 to 8.2 
mm, which places them among the largest two-thirds of 
the basic sample. Both males possess the melanic sex 
scales of N. rosaecolana. The fifth specimen developed 
on Robinia pseudoacacia L. (Leguminosae) (CAES), 
which constitutes a new foodplant record for the N. 
rosaecolana-trimaculana group. This adult, which can- 
not be identified with certainty because it is a female, 
measures 7.4 mm in forewing length, and thus also falls 
among the largest two- thirds of the basic sample. Foliar 
nitrogen values for Robinia range from 3.1 to 4.0% 
(Blinn & Buckner 1989, Day & Monk 1977), which is in 
the foliar nitrogen range of cultivated Rosa. 

Results of examining the putative types for melanic 
sex scales confirm the currently prevailing nomencla- 
ture of the two species, while clearly making suffusan a 
Duponchel a junior synonym of trimaculana Haworth. 
The results also show that males of the invading 
species in North America are N. rosaecolana rather 
than N. tnmacidana. Of course, the absence thus far of 
N. trimaculana males in North America makes it likely 
that North American females of the complex are also 
N. rosaecolana. 

In conclusion, we would underscore that invalidat- 
ing traditional but unreliable diagnostic characters can 
have the positive effect of fostering fruitful searches 
for new and strong diagnostic characters. 

Acknowledgments 

For lending specimens in their care or possession and for other 
help, we thank J. S. Miller and E. L. Quinter (AMNH), C. T. Maier 
(CAES), J. Minet (MNHP), J. E. Rawlins (CMP), P T. Dang (CNC), 
J. W. Brown (USNM), K. B. Simpson and R. W. Sites (UMC), P. J. 
Clausen (UMSP), E. H. LaGasa (WDA), M. Sabourin, B. Landiy, J. 
D. Glaser, and L. D. Gibson. We also thank J. C. Luhman for help in 
translating Polish literature, and S. J. Weller, M. Sabourin, and J. W. 
Brown for useful manuscript reviews. Figure 2 is reproduced by 
permission of the Trustees of the British Museum, copyright owners 
of BMNH specimen images. Scanning electron micrographs were 
made by W. Monroe, Mississippi State University Electron Micro- 
scope Center. 

Literature Cited 

Adamski, D. & R. L. Brown. 1987. A new Nearctic Glyphidocera 
with descriptions of all stages (Lepidoptera: Blastobasidae: 
Symmocinae). Proc. Entomol. Soc. Washington 89:329A343. 
Armitage, A. M. & M. J. Tsujita. 1979. The effect of nitrogen con- 
centration and supplemental light on the growth and quality of 
‘Caliente’ roses. HortSci. 14:614-615. 

Benander, P. 1950. Andra Familjegruppen Vecklarfiarilar, Tortric- 
ina. Fjarilar, Lepidoptera. Smafjarilar, Microlepidoptera 10. 
Svensk Insektfauna 39. 173 pp. 

Bentinck, G. G. & A. Diakonoff. 1968. Nederlandse Bladrollers 
(Tortricidae). Monogr. Nederl. Entomol. Vereen. 3, 200 pp. + 
99 pis. 



118 



Journal of the Lepidopterists’ Society 



Blinn, C. R. & E. R. Buckner. 1989. Normal foliar nutrient levels 
in North American forest trees: a summary 7 . Minn. Agr. Exp. 
Sta. Bull. 590. 28 pp. 

Bradley, J. D., W. G. Tremewan & A. Smith. 1979. British tortri- 
coid moths. Tortricidae: Olethreutinae. Ray Society, British 
Museum (Natural History), London. 336 pp. 

Brown, R. L. 1973. Phylogenetic systematics: its application to the 
genus Epiblema (Lepidoptera). M.S. thesis, Univ. of Arkansas, 
Fayetteville. 179 pp. 

Brown, R. I,. & P. R. Miller. 1983. Studies of Lepidoptera hind- 
wings with emphasis on ultrastructure of scales in Cydia 
canjana (Fitch) (Tortricidae). Entomography 2:161-295. 

Gannon, T. F., L. C. Chadwick & K. W. Reisch. 1960. The nutri- 
ent element status of some ornamental trees. Proc. Am. Soc. 
Hort. Sci. 76:661-666. 

Chase, A. I. & H. E. Younc. 1978. Pulping, biomass, and nutrient 
studies of woody shrub and shrub sizes of tree species. Maine 
Agr. Exp. Sta. Bull. 749. 36 pp. 

Day, F. P & C. D. Monk. 1977. Seasonal nutrient dynamics in the 
vegetation on a southern Appalachian watershed. Amer. J. Bot. 
64:1126-1139. 

Di Benedetto, A., M. Befumo, G. Rossi & C. Boschi. 1993/94 
[1995]. Diagnostico de la fertilidad en rosas para corte medi- 
ante analisis foliares. Revista Fac. Agron. Univ. Buenos Aires 
14:229-234. 

Doubleday, H. 1850. Descriptions of lepidopterous insects of the 
genera Hypenodes, Eupithecia and Spilonota, recently discov- 
ered in Britain. Zoologist 8(Append.):cv-cvi. 

Douclas, J. \V. 1849. Larvae on the leaves and catkins of sallows, 
etc. Zoologist 7:2346. 

Duponchel, P A. J. 1843. Supplement a l’histoire naturelle des 
Lepidopteres d’Europe. Vol. 4. Mequignon-Marvis, Paris. 

Fercuson, D. G. 1975. Host records for Lepidoptera reared in 
eastern North America. U.S. Dept. Agr. Tech. Bull. 1521, 49 pp. 

Gerloff, G. C., D. G. Moore & J. T. Curtis. 1964. Mineral con- 
tent of native plants of Wisconsin. Wise. Agr. Exp. Sta. Res. 
Rept. 14. 27 pp. 

Hannemann, H. J. 1961. Kleinschmetterlinge oder Microlepi- 
doptera. I. Die Wickler (s. str.) (Tortricidae). Die Tierwelt 
Deutschlands 48. 233 pp. + 22 pis. 

Haworth, A. H. 1811. Lepidoptera Britannica. . . . Part 3, pp. 
377-512. 

Heinrich, G. 1923. Revision of the North American moths of the 
subfamily Eucosminae of the family Olethreutidae. U.S. Natl. 
Mus. Bull. 123. 298 pp. 

Henry, D. G. 1972. Foliar nutrient patterns in the subordinate 
vegetation of six Minnesota forest stands. M.S. thesis, Univ. of 
Minnesota, Twin Cities. 222 pp. 

Horn, W, I. Kahle & R. KorsCHefsky. 1935-37. Uber entomolo- 
gische Sammlungen, Entomologen & Entomo-Museologie. En- 
tomol. Beihefte Berlin-Dahlem. 536 pp. 

Johansson, J. 1979a. Leaf composition of flowering shoots from 
different greenhouse rose cultivars as influenced by rootstock 
and season. Acta Agr. Scand. 29:85-92. 

. 1979b. Main effects and interactions of N, P, and K ap- 
plied to greenhouse roses. Acta Agr. Scand. 29:191-208. 

Jones, F. M. & G. P. Kimball. 1943. The Lepidoptera of Nan- 
tucket and Marthas Vineyard Islands, Massachusetts. Nan- 
tucket Maria Mitchell Assoc. Publ. 4. 217 pp. 

Kearfott, W D. 1910. Family Tortricidae, pp. 537-552. In 
Smith, J. B. (ed.), Annual report of the New Jersey State Mu- 
seum including a report of the insects of New Jersey, 1909. 
Trenton, New Jersey. 



Kuznetsov, V. I. 1987. Family Tortricidae (Olethreutidae, Cochyl- 
idae) — tortricid moths, pp. 279-956. In Medvedev, G. S. (ed.). 
Keys to the insects of the European part of the USSR. U.S. 
Dept. Agr. & [U.S.] National Science Foundation, Washington, 
D.G. [Translation.] 

Landry, B. 1995. Premieres mentions de quatre especes de Lepi- 
dopteres au Quebec. Fabreries 20:6-14. 

[Lienic, F] & P. C. Zeller. 1846. Anmerkungen zu Lienigs Lepi- 
dopterologischer Fauna von Livland und Curland. Isis von 
Oken 1846:175-302. 

Mac Kay, M. R. 1959. Larvae of the North American Olethreutidae 
(Lepidoptera). Ganad. Entomol. Suppl. 10. 338 pp. 

Mattson, W. J. & J. M. Scriber. 1987. Nutritional ecology of in- 
sect folivores of woody plants: nitrogen, water, fiber, and min- 
eral considerations, pp. 105-146. In Slansky, F. & J. G. Rod- 
rigues (eds.), Nutritional ecology of insects, mites, spiders, and 
related invertebrates. Wiley-Interscience, New York. 

Miller, W. E. 1977. Wing measure as a size index in Lepidoptera: 
die family Olethreutidae. Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 70:253-256. 

. 1983. Nearctic Endothetiia species: a new synonymy, a 

misidentification, and a revised status (Lepidoptera: Tortrici- 
dae). Great Lakes Entomol. 16:5-12. 

Miller, W. E. & M. G. Pocue. 1984. Ragweed borer (Lepi- 
doptera: Tortricidae: Eucosmini): taxonomic implications of an 
allometric analysis of adult characters. Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 
77:227-231. 

Nasu, Y. 1980. The Japanese species of the genus Notocelia Hiib- 
ner (Lepidoptera: Tortricidae). Tinea ll(4):33-43. 

Obraztsov, N. S. 1965. Die Gattungen der palaearktischen Tortri- 
cidae. II. Die Unterfamilie Olethreutinae. 6. Tidj. Entomol. 
108:365-387. 

Powell, J. A. 1983. Tortricidae, pp. 31-41. In Hodges, R. W, T. 
Dominick, D. R. Davis, D. C. Ferguson, J. G. Franclemont, E. 
G. M unroe & J. A. Powell (eds.), Check list of the Lepidoptera 
of America north of Mexico. E. W Classey & The Wedge Ento- 
mological Research Foundation, London, England. 

Procter, W. 1946. Biological survey of the Mount Desert region, 
7. The insect fauna. Wistar Institute of Anatomy and Biology, 
Philadelphia. 566 pp. 

Rafferty, J., R. Norlinc, R. Tamaru, C. McMath & D. Mor- 
GANSTEIN. 1985. Stat Works. Cricket Software, Philadelphia. 
98 pp. 

Razowski, J. 1987. Motyle (Lepidoptera) Polski VII — Uzupel- 
nienia I Eucosmini. Monogr. Fauny Polski 15. 253 pp. 

SMITH, R. J. 1980. Rethinking allometry. J. Theor. Biol. 87:97-111. 

Swatschek, B. 1958. Die Larvalsystematik der Wickler (Tortrici- 
dae und Carposinidae). Abh. Larvalsyst. Insekt. 3, 269 pp. 
Akademie Verlag, Berlin. 

SYSTAT. 1992. Statistics, version 5.2 ed. SYSTAT Inc. 724 pp. 

Van Deurs, W. 1956. Sominerfugle VIII. Viklere. Danmarks 
Fauna 61. 292 pp. 

Vanc-Petersen, O. 1973. Leaf analysis I. Content of nutrients in 
leaf dry matter in apple, pear, plum, cherry, black currant and 
red currant in relation to level of nitrogen, potassium and mag- 
nesium. Tids. Plant. 77:393-398. [Danish, English summary.] 

Winter, W. D., ed. 1993. The Northeast, pp. 46-48. In Season 
summary 1992. News Lepid. Soc. 1993(2). 

Younc, T. W, G. H. Snyder, F. G. Martin & N. G. Hayslip. 1973. 
Effects of nitrogen, phosphorus, and potassium fertilization on 
roses on Oldsmar fine sand. J. Am. Soc. Hort. Sci. 98:109-112. 

Received for publication 5 January 1998; revised and accepted 15 

February 2001. 



